Editor, The Sunday Times 
London, Snglond 



liaroid »els'oerg Hyattstown, Md. 2073 ' 
August 25, 1966 



Dear Sir, 

Especially because your paper is so respected and responsible, your story 
on the boolcs about what you headline as "Kennedy’d Death" is an important contri- 
bution to th« ultimate unrevelling and to the ultimate triumph of truth and justice. 
My single regret is that the only error I find i* it is hurtful to me. I do not 
believe this was intentional. A simple answer suggests itself: the author had no 
copy of my book or no tine to read it. T his is sug rested by the nature of the 

errors and the abs nco of any reference to the contents. 

f'HIT.’jliAdli is unique in a number of ways, You are in error in gibing its 

date as J u ne 1966. Lad your writer possessed a copy he would have seen the copy- 

right date of 1965. *’his book was completed in mid-Eebruary of that year and a 
limited edition was published that summer to protect my rights. The current edition 
is of Lay 9, 1966. ^'rom this you can see that of the books on the Gom ission - and 
mine is not - there is a subtle difference - mine is the first, preceeding even 
rox’s. “y book is on the Report, not the assassination, and not he Commission. It 
deals with both in terms of the Heport. Yet it has more about both, actually, than 
all the competition for which it and 1 broke the ice. The.Repor tbwas not drafted 
by the members of the Commission. The investigation -as not conducted by theto. The 
eminent Trevor-Roper errs in saying the chief justice did the bulk of the work? for 
only about a sixth of the total hearings of the Commission was attended by a single 
member. The real work^ was accomplished in what amounts to back rooms in Dallas, 
dually there were present but the Commission's assistant counsel, the witness and 



the stenographer. History, I am satisfied, will show this subtle difference to be 
an important one. So, while you are correct in saying Shat we huge different 
attitudes toward the Conmission and its ’’maltreatment" of truth, it .could be more 
precise, with reference to Whitewash and its author, to substitute "Report" for 
"Comi salon”. 



This is not to say the Commission did not. am. I 
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the strongest book with the most thorough criticism and the moat exhaustive 
earch behind it. I know it covers more than all the others 1 havo read combined 
end that they have nothing important not in 'VHITS'fASH, which by so much pre- 
dates them. My book alone is restricted 100$ to the ofriclal information of the 
Commission, and with this alone, point by -pint, it demolishes the Report. There 
are a third xof a million words of typed words alone behind it, as you can learn 
for yourself. 

it iso strange irony that the strongest book, the one that until too late 

use 

could not find normal oublication, the pathfinder, if X ,oay the phrase, is 

the 3ingl9 one that does not ooint the accusing finger at the members of the 
Commission personally. This is also revealed in my correspondence. H is not 
something I came by lately. It is my personal belief. YHIT3T/ASH is the only one 
thet takes cognizance of the realities of political life and the responsibilities 
of the kind of prominent men ?/ho could be appointed to such a post. Y ou will 
find this in my introduction. ^ believe if you read it carefully, you will find 
that oneof the books for which your writer has high regard is little more than an 
enlargement of part of this ntrdiduction. It really has little to do with the 
actual evidence* 

Another goes so far in the direction of holding tho members of the C oraraissicn 
personally responsible for the content of the Commission^ Hies and its ^eoort 
that he actually edited every single excerpt from the ttranscripts to eliminate 
the names of all of the assistant counsel, the men whs r ally did tho work. Th read-%> 
of this book, including scholars of the future, will have no way of appraising the 
failures and errors of the men who really did the work and who in this book are 
entirely nameless. The original transcript, as Y-HITEAASB1 shows, always has the 
name of the questioner. Yet this book retains the n-mea of the members of the 
Commission, substituting the letter "Q" for all the assistant counsel. 

Because of the approach of .HITE'. 'All, your ordinarily quite correct stoto- 
ment that with tho death of the " the evidence necessary. ..is crumbling 
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away’' • . 7 HITE* r &3H, restricte .1 entirely to the C omission 1 s evidence as it is, 
preserves the essentials of that evidence and is a guide to others in researching 
the evidence, ^hose witnesses who ore dying in a rather sharp upset of the 
actuarial tables are, to a very large degree, already recorded. True, all they 
had to offer may not have h en extracted. But the hope for the solution! of the 
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crime £ of the assas -ination, but one of the crira s involve , may largely depend 
on other sources. 

"And now the X-rays end pictures ore matters of contention" you say. True. 
But not only now. I drew this attention to them 18 months ago, not now, and waa 
the first to set on record with the proper officials both a protest and a brief 
in opposition to their decision -sad I here do not refer to the Commission, which 
ceased to exist before that. Because we are here dealing with both the assassina- 
tion of e President and its dubious inquest, which involve the national honor 
and integrity, may I suggest that what normally might be ronsidered responsible 
public relations would hare be inappropriate'. There are a number of things I 
have done snd am doing entirely in private simple because I consider what is 
involved more important than the personal benefits they might yield. 

3ut there it a considerable hazard inherent in the current attention fixed 
on the X-reys and pictures. They are, in fact, entirely unnecessary to the dest- 
ruction of the Report and the beginning of a new inquiry. It makes no difference 
what they show, in this regard. Had your author read ray book with care, espec- 
ially the two long hpapters on Xhe Number of a hots and The Doctors and the 
Autipsy, you would understand that "the medical testimony is entirely against the 
©port, and even the autopsy doctors said the bullet hols in tho clothing would 
coincide with the location of the rear, non- fatal wound of the President, £ ven 
tue photographs of his clothing, which mean little without artistic assistance, 
are entirelt unnecessary, as you will find by reading page 185 of WHITE7&SH. 
it is for this, reason I did not use such a picture in my bo k. ‘ l 'o one really f 
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familiar with the evidence and willing to do the work required to make it availably 
such devices are not necessary. 

It is something less than a fbir connent on my book or my personal attitude 
and beliefs to say I believe in or tried to prove "there was a 'great conspiracy' 
behind the assassination". There was, without doubt a conspiracy. I was the first 
to prove it, and I did so with the Commission's own evidence alone. The implica- 
tion of the phrase "groat conspriecy" I thing; I should avoid. I do not believe 
it applies to me or my v/orlc. 

liven more ironical, many of those early theorists seemed to rely for 
much of . their data on Lane s work." I never he ard him spoak, anywhere, and I 
have none of his early work, save a single atjricle that seems to be unrelated 
to his book in its content and approach. I read it whsn it appeared and no longer 
could locate it if I desired. My book was completed before a single magazine 
article appeared, to the best of my knowledge. There is absolutely none of Lane's 
data in my book. I am leas certain about the use of my data by others, 

"And oddly enough, it has taken three of them - Mark Lane, •“‘dward J ay 
Epstein and Harold V/eisberg - just about the same time to burrow their way 
out again." I snuggest the facts already cited clarify this. Lane's book draws 
heavily on his personal inquiries. E pa tein's has quite little from the 36 volumes. 

e ma&ca no pretense that it has. TherQ is no basis for attributing to him the 
ransacking of these times, and * have never seen such a claim attributed to him. 

His approach was entirely different. I alone restricted myself to the official 
ebidence, and all the other books together do not approach what I have of it 

in ^HITE'.VA^H. I suspect thisia one of the pcjAblems I faced, the factual unassail- 

/< ‘ 

ability o f my work. I can show you correspondence from publishers that may so be 
interpreted. 

"When Harold Vaisberg set out to do the same job ( not true - the first 
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duplicated nothing; those who followed duplicated) he did it noisily and often 
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tendentiously - so his difficulties in finding a publisher, which ended in his 
publishing privately ere at least understandable. Lene* a difficulty is surprising.' 
And then you rsport, accurately, that Lana's book was not ready for its 1965 
publication contract, when my work was completed. 

Ab, those words, dear editor! taooe ,„ 0 , cod thot combination, her, been 
addr.ee: d to me end r,j ..one but just e single other person ond but a single 
other publication, tad bow the, contrast with the only other published cement 
in England shout we end o f whioh 1 „ ewer,. A responsible end I believe lap orient 
E„„d„n peper used th.eo words: Vmpreselv.", . Bh , Vto , frotl crankiness". The 
ljldetical language used by your onto, ie one of the oiuee thot impel my belief 
a cop, of my book woa not in your handa. : Me I eholl reotify. Had he reed the 
preihde, your writer would hey. known that at the lae, j eot otfM , 

of comiorolel publication, i found that they demanded ohangea that would result 
in atridency end 1 rejected them. The one cose In which thla reason was used to 
explain my failure to eohlev, publication - and thla la quite false, as the letters 
quoted in .how - we. m an article entitled. In July of 1966, -The 

Second Oswald-. The eleventh chapter of my book Is entitled -The Folse Oswald". 

This rattier lengthy -reduplicate., a year end a htlf ta't^ my work, attributing 
but little^ roan, „„ little . of it to me and even beret L me in one pert of 
the article ^hat tb. author uses in another! I believe if you read that ertcjle. 
which la in your position, ond my book, ond realize the difference in dates" Ir 
further comment will be unnecessary. 

But on the fact, I am blessed with o very kind English gentleman for an 
agent (Seven d dined the subject in the United States) 1 am looking forward to 
meeting eonetime. I think he can give you the appraisals^ jumbo r of British 
publishers and several university dons, who r*ad my worked others, *ou will 
find it suite to the contrary. I think it inappropriate for no to quote one 
Particular Brlti.h publisher by name. But he ibund my work .excellent" 



and a 



"high quality piece or roark". He had decided to offer me a contract, aftar having 

my book appraised by British university dona, and in the last minutes, upon 

receipt of information he had svery reason to trust but was quite inaccurate, 

entirely for commercial reasons, turned it down. I hope he saw your article and 

phoned you, for this is quite damaging to me because it is not true and because 
- T , (\ 

Hr. n arbord is really trying so hard, eere'itMnly putting in more than a minimum 
8 mount of effort. I’d rosily an* reciate it if you’d speak to him, for tha affect 
of your artifcle is quite hurtful. I am satisfied you had no such intent. He is 
8t 53 ^>t. I.iartin’s Lane and he can supply you with 8 copy of the book. 

Of all the many publishers with whom I spoke ond from whom I have letters, 
not a -ingle one even suggested they held the opinion your w riter got from 
another. Most went out of their ways to say complimentary things, even including 
the prediction the book would be a best seller. It would have been less embarrass- 
ing to have merely said they didn’t like the book, would it not? 

You quote Lane as haying that "once X was accepted by H 0 lt, Reinhart and 
Kinston things began to change. " Mr. Lane is unaware of the facts, including the 
background to his own current relationship with that unnamed ^ew York TV station. 

I do hope you will not assume a lack of modesty on my part, but 1 am quite 
prepared to show all the evidence to your Washington correspondent, who is not 
far from my home. It Is my book and I who opnned up this field, who made the 
subject respectable. X n fact, it was I who, without so intending, launched the 
Epstein book 32 days ahead of publication da tel It was I who did the pioneer 
work with the electronic media, most particularly with that TV station, whose 
current interest in Ait with Lane alone but v?ith all of us. They aired a previous- 
ly taped program for two hours the night of Xuly 23-4 that was quite exciting. 

Here I '.'.as able to show that it is not those who say the Re nor t is wrong who lack 
responsibility. I was confronted by four lawyers ( and I ora not a IjQyer) , v/ithout 
prior knowledge and entirely without preparation. So dramatic did this become that 
during the taping the station spontaneously increased the alloted time from a 



half hour to two hours. They then made a "special" of it. This particular TV 
program, * believe, will be recorded in histrcyy as a changing point in the 
public ^attitude. It proceeded appea ranee of Mr. Lane’s bo~k, by the way, and, 
while I cannot, on the basis of what has been reported to me, say that his 
publisher had nothing to do with it, I believe it i3 fair to say every ono was 
surprised at the^outcomel >hat really happened there will someday make o* rather 
inter sting story, I believe. 

The immediate consequence of that program is the decision of that interest 
to do another two-hour special, on which the ref&rred-to footage will bs used, 
on which material in my bookfand no other wichl bo used, and on which most of us 
"doubters" will appear. A prominent personality will moderate, and the program 
will be syndicated. 

Although I have written this in h.-ste, for haven’ b time for what x must 
do, it has grown longer than 1 intended. That is, perhaps, a ro flection of the 
seriousness with which I regard the entire subject and what is wrapped in it. 54 y 
present writing means much to me, and when it is completed, I shall see to it 
that a copy i3 available to you. You may, perhaps, be interested in reading a 
ample now in Mr. Harbord’s possession. I am not now prepared for it to be used 
publicly, but if you will regard it as confidential, it may give you a different 
insight into the entire subject. It will be a chapter of my present work, which 
is largely now completed, although it will require extensive editing, for I am 
compelled to speed and hove all the functions of an entire publishing operation 
to perform. 

I do hope you will realize that, although I believe you hove injured me, 

I am nuite satisfied it was not a purposeful act but was caused by the rather 
unusual circumstances. x have no publio-ra 1st ions organization to inform the 
press, to add tile subtle nuances that are so often helpful, if less than completely 
fbithful to reality, to make claims that moy have little or no basis. 



An d I do hope a responsible member of your 3taff will read my book 
closely, ith particular attention to what may seem eliptical. -hfiile this may 
or may not benefit me, I am quite anxious for euch an important paper as yours 
to be powssessed of the infomation contained in it, for this matter is riot 

clo3ed # 

You will find in it facsimilies of some of the evidence that may interest 
you, Almost without exception, they are in AHITEY/AJ5H alone* Should they interest 
ytu, subject to Mr* Harbord’s approval you may use any or all of them* The large 
picture on pages 202-3 i3 the property of tbs Associated Press, of which I bought 
the right for book-use only* Much of it is entirely unknown in ’ngland, and it 
is typical of whet I found that others did not. The certification on page 137 
may interest# you because of T ravor-Hop-ers appology and the basis of the attack 
upon him. The excerpts from the 7B1 Report were in 7HETEV/ASH before Epstein’s 
book appeared, Y ou may find my handling of the meaning of this document not the 
same as that of others. 

On page 198 and in the appropriate text you will find evidence tha t 
eliminates the needs for consulting the unofficial conr.ient of a chest surgeon on 
orthopaedic matters ( and there remains a fragment of the bullet in the gover- 
nor’s tibia), Here, desp'.te tlio obfuscations of the *Vport, the autopsy doctor 
in charge, two days after the assassination and a day and ak half eft tar the 
completion of his examination, still records the medical opinion of the Dallas 
doctors that the President wa3 shot from the front* 

Ho one else has printed the destruction of the crucial frames of the 
Zapruder movies. I have this evidence on page 206, If you have Volume 18 srvailable, 
you will find tliis on page 19, The first printer broke his agreement, destroyed 
theplates, and loft me with 2 Qfr of the negatives requiring lastOminute work, V/o 
did not discover his tampering with this page until too late to do other than 
inster the identification ofHthe second frame in the sprocket hole. It is quite 
faithful to the Volume, as you can see by comparison* May I suggest that I do 
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believe Senator Russell cut out what the Commission itswlf held were tho 
crucial frames, and may not, evens today, know of it unless he read the copy 
I sent him. Nor do I believe Congressman Ford used the scissors on the picture 
at the bottom of page 203, or that any other memte r of the Commission had any 
reason to suspect 3ueh practises existed, 

V.hile I complain of hurt, 1 must thank you for the mention, for the 
success of 'WHITEWASH in the United States cannot be attributed to its mention 
on the printed page, 1 have found a rather remarks bio fiction prevalent in the 
miifst of the 20th century, that to some of the world's mo 3 t respected journals 
a private printing does not exist. As lean live wither. Hoover's personal 
"Emperor's clothes" (see page 201), so can 1 survive thi 3 mythology. -Uespi-fce the 
cost, J- get my money’s worth in laughs when I recall that one paper which has 
confirmed this to me in writing, nonetheless after receiving 12 free copies 

wrote and requested a thirteenth for "reference use". Rather a tribute to a 
nonexistent book. 

Sincerely yours. 



Harold "eisberg 



